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Sir: 

This reply brief is submitted under 37 CFR 1.193, in response to the Examiner's 
Answer mailed on November 18, 2003. 

In contrast to the present invention, the cited prior art involves direct, manual 
management of information, versus automatic management of agreements with 
contingencies where information regarding the contingencies is retrieved from 
independent sources. For example, Evans teaches a secure XML-based internet 
communication system for real estate transactions wherein a Realtor can monitor other 
"key players" who may submit "pieces of transaction data at the appropriate times, 
prompted by the Realtor". None of the prior art references teaches or suggests 
automatically retrieving (versus merely accepting submissions of) information needed to 
deem an agreement to be determinate. 

The present invention allows contracting parties to select contingencies in their 
agreement having some contingent terms depend on events and data that may be 
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independently observed, to manage the contracts automatically. In other words, 
conditions may depend upon independent informational sources that are targeted (and 
that may optionally have been previously identified and linked-to) for automatic 
information retrieval. These informational sources are not necessarily involved in the 
contracted transaction, as is the case in the prior art. 

In re Venner states that it is not invention "to broadly provide a mechanical or 
automatic means to replace manual activity which has accomplished the same result. 
To this end, In re Venner cites In re Rundell (18 CCPA 1290, 48 F.2d 958, 9 USPQ 220), 
which states 'The mere statement that a device is to be operated automatically instead 
of by hand, without a claim specifying any particular automatic mechanism, is not the 
statement of an invention.' (9 USPQ 221, emphasis added). In this case, Appellant does 
claim a particular automatic mechanism; see claim 12 for example. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Nimrod Megiddo 

Marc D. McSwain (#44,929) 
Agent for Applicants 
(408)927-3364 
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